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; ADVERTISEMENT.

TT'H E following flieets originally formed a part of a

work now in confiderable forwardnefs, as a reply to Mr,

Malone’s critical labors on the fubje£l of the Shakfpeare

MSS. The body of this work required confiderable

refearch, and, fo large a portion of time for its com-

pletion, as to render fome further delay unavoidable in

the publication of the whole. But this part of the work

having been completed and ready for the public eye, I

have yielded to the importunities of my friends, who

have fuggefted to me ihe necellity at this moment, of

laying before the public fuch further particulars a§

relate to my conduct therein. It will be obferved that

I have adverted in the courfe of the following pages to

Mr, Malone : and if the aniinadverfions ihould be deemed

irrelevant, I truft, that no other apology is necefiary,

than the intimation already given, of my having intend-

.cd this Vindication as an introduction to the work al-

luded to, and therefore that it was a more eligible plan, not

to make any deviation from the method, l at firft deter-

mined upon purfuing.

A recent circumflance, with which the Public is

well acquainted, feems to call for this Vindication, and

even
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even (painful as it is) to impofc the meafurc upon me
as a folemn duty, and obligation. I allude to the public

ffatenient, made by my Son. The world to which he has

appealed, will judge and pronounce upon the truth of the

allegations, and the weight of the teftiinonies, which he

has laid before them. I beg to afTure the public that the

refutation of Mr. Malone’s book fhall be brought for-

ward w’ith all polTible fpeed ; in which, whether the pa-

,
pers imputed to Shakfpeare arc genuine or not, it will be

clearly (hewn, that he embarked in this enquiry as utter-

ly deftitute of the information of a philologift, and the

acumen of a Critic, as it will, by his grofs and repeat-

ed perfonalities, be manifefted, that his felfifh and inter-

efted views have made him throughout lofc fight of the

manners of a Gentleman.

E R RATA.
Page 12, lall line but i, after /ffj' read friends

12 , line 10, after to add the

i 8 ,
— 11, for it read them

27 > — 13* before Frank read John

30, — i> for enter into read make

A VIN-
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VINDICATION,

TTH E mod unequivocal charaderiftic of an

enlightened age, is the licence which is indulged

to all, of free communication with the public

on doubtful, and controverted fubje6ls. There

are, indeed, fome queflions, in the difcuffion of

which it will be always difficult to perfuade the

world; that mutual toleration is the mod condu-

cive to the intereds of truth, and the mod aux-

iliary to the operation of human reafon.

But on topics of merely literary reference,

that thefe enmities ffiould at all exid, mud ap-

pear fingular, and even paradoxical. For in li-

terary conteds there is fcarcely any appeal to any

A paffion,
»
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pillion. They can neither provoke the hopes^

nor vibrate cn the fears of mankind, to any

confidcrable degree. It muft, therefore, be a

fatisfaflory refiedbion to thofe, who have remark-

ed on the hiflory of the human mind, that

the mutual hoftility, and bigotry, which once

deformed the writings of critics and philologies,

is at this moment, with few. exceptions, totally'

extinguiflied. Pofterity, when they read the

works of Salmafius, or B*entley, will be per-

plexed, even in finding motives for a fpirit fo

intolerant,; and a_zeal fo intradable on matters of'

fuch light,, and trivial import..

'There are, however,, exceptions to* a re~

mark, fo honorable to the tafte, and liberality*

of our age.. There are dill fome remnants of *

that exploded difeipliney which from the difufe into-

which it has fallen, mud at this time, be highly

difguding to tlie lovers of Englifh literature.

The arrogance of fchoolmen -without their learn-

ing, the rancour of controverfy without the v/if

by which it is cmbellifhed, mud at the prefent

period,.
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period, demand the feverefl, and mofl exemplary

animadverfion,

Mr. Malone has acquired, it may be faid,

fome degree of literary reputation. It is that

fort of reputation, to v/hich a laborious and pa-

tient frame of mind, in all the departments of

literature has its peculiar pretenhons. But nei-

ther Mr. Malone, nor any other labourer of the

fame defcription, has any privilege of over leap-

ing the province, to the drudgery of which a

limited capacity has deftined him, while a pa-

tient, and charitabk world does not deny him

the fmall pittance of fame, that arifes out of it.

Ilia fe jactet in aula, Mr. Malone, of all wri-

ters, has the flighted: pretenfiohs to that majef-

terial characler, he has lately affumed, and by

virtue of which he undertakes not only to dif-

cufs, but to decide on literary queftions, as well

as to afperfe the moral reputations of thofe, who

differ from him in opinion.

The appeal, which I am now about to make

A 2 from
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from The fentencc^ which tliis gentleman has

ed upon the papers in qiieftion, primarily origi-

nates from that foJiciiude to vindicate my own

charafler, which it muO: be naturally fuppofed,

I cannot but feel on this occafion. Whether the

critical reafonings of Mr. Malone are folid, or

unfonndedj whether he is entitled to any degree

of reputation, as a philclogid:, or critic, by the

publication of his enquiry, are queflions of which

the difcufllon will be poftponed, till my anfwer

appears before the public. At prefent I am

merely claiming the attention of the reader to

thole topics, which relate to my own perfonal

agency in the tranfeflion.

With regard to the manner in which my

own chara(5ler is attacked, it will unqueftionably

be expeded that I lliould fpeak fully and amply.

It is true Mr. Malone deals only in infinuations;

and infinuations, malevolent and flanderous as

they are, may eafily be repelled. It is true alfo,

that thefe infinuations are conveyed in a manner,

which neither refembles the overbearing acute-

nefe
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nefs of Dr. Bentlev, nor the fubtle poignancy of

Bifhop Warburton. But infinuations may be

troublefome, and even noxious ; becaufe the

dulleft being alive may at length, by reiteration

and importunity, in fome meafure, atone for the

bluntnefs and impotence of the fhafts with which

he aflails you. It may indeed be faid that thefc

attacks are of a puny and inefFedual nature/ but

to remain indifferent to fuch attacks, is a philo-

fophy.. which,,! have never arrogated; and it

would look like a fort of affe6ted ftoicifm, to

appear filent and unmoved, amidft ilich mali-

cious and calumniating afperfions.

Through the whole xourfe of his pamphlet,

Mr. Malone fpeaks of the Impoftor,” and the

Impofture.”. I remember in Mr. Locke, along

chapter .on .words, and the intelle6lual affocia-

tions which belong to them. In a well-known

eBay on the fublime and beautiful Mr. Locke’s

dodrine • is oppofed ; and it is contended that

words are independent of ideas. The author

applied this dodrine only to works of tafle, but

particularly
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pnrtioiiarly to poetry. But in the fubjecTl to

v,hich Mr. Malone has extenJed the tueory

nothing furely can be more riiiculcus than the

ufc of words without ideas j and un:ii any thing

of the fublime and beautiful be dlLovercd in the

profe of that gentleman,’ the good fen'e and

tafte of the world will condemn the ufe of words

which are utterly deflitute of a meanings efpe-

dally when they are employed on a fubjedt of

rcafoning and demonflration. Would not the

conduct of that judge be ludicrous as well as

indecent, who on a criminal matter, Ihould ufe

the v/ords traitor, murderer, or thief, in his

addrefs to the jury, concerning the evidence

before them ? So in the controverfy upon the

Shakefpeare MSS it would have been better

reafoning, as well as more candid hollility, to

have proved the impolture before-he proclaim-

ed the impoitor.

In reply to thefe charges againfl me, I lhall

lay before the public fome ftriking documents,

w'hich will conflitute a mofl: irrefragable fyftem
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of evidence in my favor, and furnifh the bcft

refutation of what has beenalledged againft me.

I fliall fird repeat that which I have told the

world already, and then I diall enter into the

datements, which corroborate and fortify what

I have hitherto afierted.

In the preface to my folio colle6!:ion of

Shakfpeare MSS I dated all the circumdances

relative to them, as minutely as my own know~-

Icdge of them and the delicacy of my fituation

permitted me. I fhall now repeat the aflertiofi,,

with no other addition than my folemn protefta-

tion of its truth.

“ It may be expedled, that fomething fhould

be faid by the editor, of the manner in which

thefe papers came into his hands. Herecei-

ved them from his Son, Samuel William

Henry Ireland> a young man, then under

nineteen years of age, by whom the difeo-

^very was accidentally made at the houfe of a

gentleman of confiderable property.''

Amongd
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Amongft a mafs of family papers, the

“ contraefts between Shakfpeare, Lowine and

Condell, and the leafc granted by him and

‘‘ Hemynge to Michael Frafer, which was firft

“ f)und, were difeovered, and foon after the

deed of gift to William Henry Ireland (de-

“ feribed as the friend of Shakfpeare, in con-

fequence of his having faved his life on the

river Thames, when in extreme danger of

being drowned) and alfo the deed of truft to

John Hemynge were difeovered. In purfu-

“ ing this fearch, he was fo fortunate as to dif-

“ cover fome deeds' very material to the in-

terefts of this gentleman, and fuch as efta*

blifhed beyond all doubt, his title to a confi-

derable property. In return for this fervice,

added to the confideration, that the young

man bore the fame name, and arms, with

the perfon, who faved the life of Shakfpeare,

the gentleman promifed him every thing re-

“ lative to the fubjeeft, that had been or fhould

be found either in town or at his country

houfe. At this houfe the principal part of

‘‘ the
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the papers, with a great .variety of books

containing the MSS notes and three MSS

plays, with part of another were difco-

vered/*

Fortified as he is with the opinion of the

unprejudiced and the intelligent, the editor

will not allow that it can be prefumption in

him to fay, that hejias.no doubt of the truth

^5. and authenticity of that which he lays before

the public. Of this fadt he is as fully fatis*

fied, as he is with the honor that has been

obferved to him upon this fubjedt. ,So cir-

cumftanced, he Ihould not feel juftified in im-

portuning,. or any way requelling a gentle-

man, to whom he is known only by obliga-

gation, to fubjedl himfelf to the impertinence

and licentioufncfs of literary curiolity and ca-

vil, unlefs he Ihould himfelf voluntarily come

forward. But this is not all. It was not till

after the mafs of papers received, became vo-

luminous, that Mr. Ireland had any idea of

B printing
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printing them : he then applied for his per-

niiffion fo to do,* and this was' not obtained,

but under the ftrongeft injundion that his

name fliould not appear. This injun6Uon

has thro’ all the flages of this bufinefs been

uniformly declared : and,, as this gentleman

has dealt moft liberally with the editor, he

can confidently fay, ^ that in his turn he has

with equal opennefs and candour conducted

himfelf towards the public, to whom imme-

diately upon every’ communication made,

‘‘ every thing has* been fubmitted without

referve.”

The information, which induced me to lay

this ftatement before the public, was derived

Trom written declarations of my fon,’ and from

The reader is here requeilcd to underftand, that the

application made to the fuppofed original pofleiTor, was not

perfonal, but by letters given by him to his fon, to be con-

veyed by him, and by anfvvcrs received, thro* the fame

channel.

thofc
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thofe of his friend Mr. Talbot, of the Dublin

Theatre. I now prefent to the world the ac-

count of the difcovery, as it was written by my

fon, and which is at this time, in my pofTelTion.

November loth, 1795.

I was at chambers, when Talbot called

in, and fhewed me a deed, figned Shakrpeaf*e.

I was much aftonilhed, and mentioned the

pleafure my father would receive, could he

but fee it. Talbot then faid, I might fhew

it. I did not for two days : and at the end

of that term he gave it me. I then prelTed

hard to know, where it was found. After

two or three days had elapfed, he introduced

" me to the party. He was with me in the

room, but took little trouble in fearching.

5^ I found a fecond deed, and a thii'd, and two

or three loofe papers. We alfo difeovered

a deed, which afeertained to the party landed

property, of which he.had then no knowledge.

In confequence of Having found this, he told

B 2 us.
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«« US, we might keep every deed, every ferap

of paper relative to Shakfpeare. Little was

difeovered in town, but what was above men-

tioned, but the reft came from the country

;

owing to the papers having been removed from

London, many years ago.

S. W. H. Ireland.”

Being naturally defirous of obtaining the evi-'

dence of Mr. Talbot, to confirm what had been

advanced by my fon, I applied to the former,

and received from him an anfwer, from which I

have made the following extrads.

Carmarthen^ November 25, 1795.

Dear Sir,

The gentleman, in whofe poflefllon thefc

things were found, was a friend of mine’j and

by me your Son Samuel was introduced to his

acquaintance. One morning in rummagings

from mere curiofity fome old lumber, confift-

ing of deeds, books, &c. in a clofet of my

friend's houfe, I difeovered a deed with the

fignature
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“ fignaturc of William Shakfpeare, which in*

duced me to read part of it, and on reading

the words Stratford on Avon” I was con*

vinced it was the famous Englilh Bard : with

permifllon ofmy friend (whom I will in future

call Mr. H— ) I carried the deed to Sa-

iT'iuel, knowing with what enthufiafm, he and

yourfelf regarded the works of that author,

or any trifling article he was 'pofleflfed of

;

though I was prepared to fee my friend Sa-

muel a little pleafed with what I prefented to

him, yet I did not expedl that great joy he

felt on the occafion. He told me there was

nothing known of the hand writing of Shak-

fpcare, but his fignature to fomc deed or will

in Dodors Commons, and prefled me to carry

him to H——*s houfe, that he might fee,

if there was amongfl; the lumber I had fpoken

of, any other fuch relique. I immediately

complied with his requefl:. This was Samuel's

firft introdudion. For feveral fucceflivc

“ mornings we paflTed fomc hours in. examining

different papers and deeds, mofl: of which

ct were
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^ were ufelcfs, and uninterefting. But our

labor was rewarded by finding a few more

relating to Shakfpeare. Thefc we'took away,

but never without H's permifTion. At laft

we w'ere fo fortunate as to difeover a deed,

in which our friend was materialiy concerned.
’

Some landed property, which had been long

the fubjeeff of litigation was here.afcertained,

and H's title to it clearly proved. H. now

“ faid in return for this, whatever you and Mr.

Irel^d find among the lumber, be it what it

may, fhall be your own (meaning thofe things

which we fhould prize for being Shakfpeare 's)

Mr. H. juft before my departure from Lon-

don, ftridly enjoined us never to mention him

as the pofTefTor of the papers. Tho’ hwifhed

until Sam. fhould have completed his.re-

‘‘ fearches, that little fhould have been faid on

the fubjefl:, yet I was ignorant, why H.'whcn

the fearch was finifhed, fhould ftill wifh his

“ name concealed. I thought it abfurd and

‘‘ could not prevail on him to mention his rea-

fons ; tho’ from fome trifling unguarded ex-

prefTion
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« preflion, I was at laft induced to believe that

one of his anceftors was a cotemporary of

“ Shakfpeare in the dramatic profeflTion ; that

^f’as he H. was a man fomewhat known in the

‘‘ world, and in the' walk of high life, he did

“ not wifh fuch a circumftance fhould be made

publics this fufpicion was, as it will prcfently

appear," well founded. Whilft I was in Dub-

lin, I heard to my greatjoy and aftonifhment,

that Sam had difeovered the play of' Vorti-

gern and Rowena, the MS of Lear, See.

“ &c. I was impatient to hear every parti-

cular, and principally for that purpofe made

my late vifit to London. 1 found H. what I

- ^‘‘always thought him, a Man of ftridt honor,

and willing to abide by the promife he made,

. in conlequence of our finding the deed, by

which he bene fitted fo much. I will now ex-

“ plain the reafon of H’s fecrecy. On account

of your defire to give the world fome explan-

• ation of the bufinefs, and your telling me,

that fuch explanation was 'neceffary,- I re-

newed my entreaties to him, to fuffer us to dif-

difeover
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cover his name, place of abode> and every

circumftance of the difcovery of the papers,

but in vain. I proceeded to prove as -well

as I could the folly of its concealment, *when

he produced a deed of gift, which he himfelf

'

had juft found in the clofet, juft before my

departure from London, in January laft, but

which I had never feen before. ' By this dedd

William Shakfpearc'afiigned'to John ^

who it feems was really ananccftor ofour friend

H.' every article contained in an upper room.

The articles were, furniture, cups, a-miniature

pidure, and' many other things ; but except-

ing the -miniature (which was lately' found

and which was a likenefs of Shakfpeare 'him-

felf ), and 'the papers, very few of them re-

main in H’s hands, and the reft very unfor-

tunately cannot be traced. It is fuppofed. too,

that many valuable papers have been loft, and

arc deftroyed, as the whole lumber is never

remembered to have been at all valued or

guarded from the hands of the loweft domef-

tics. When I parted from you. a few weeks

fmcc
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fincc, H. promifed me that the deed of

<< gift above mentioned 'fhould be fent you,

firilerafmg and cutting out the name af the

grantee.* I hope, my dear Sir, I have amit-

ted nothing in relating thefe ( ircurrtftances,.

and though this account may riot enable you.

perfedUy to fatisfy many, who from an idle

curiohty would know: more, yet the liberal-

minded, I am fure will allow that you have

juft reafons fot with-holding what is, and is to

be concealed. I moft earneftly beg you will

fend me a copy of Vortigern and Roweria, as.

foon as it can conveniently be written, with the

margin marked, according .to the curtailnient

for Stage reprefentation.
‘ *

• . M. Talbot.

S. Ireland, Efq,’’

• Within a f€w days after the receipt of the above, the

deed of truft alluded to, was brought to me by my Son,

without any erafure, as mentioned in the above letter, and

was the deed of truft to John Hemynge, inferted in the folio

volume of the Shakfpeare papers.

c Upon
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upon this authority and with this degree of

teftimony, I proceeded to^the publication of the

papers. Yet it may by fome be objeded, that

the weight of the whple evidence colledively

taken, is ftill weak and imperfed, on account

of the concealment of the name -of the gentle-

man alluded to. But what inference, does this

objedion authorife ? It was fuch as entirely to

militate againft any fufpicion of fraud in my

bread. For had the papers been forged, I

could not imagine that the fabricators of it would

have left that part of its evidence, to which by

ordinary minds, and according to ordinary rules

of judgment, the greateft weight is ufually at-

tributed, fo palpably mutilated, and defedivc.

I could not imagine that it could have been the

work of one impqftor, when I confidered the

infinite variety of the papers, and the length of

time which muft have been confumed on fo ela-

borate a fidion. For it muft have been very

extraordinary, that of all thofe who were con-

cerned in the impofture, not one Ihould have

fuggefted
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fiiggcfted the hccefTity of forging compfetcr

'teftimonics, refpecSting the place, and perfon,

in whofe pbilcflion they were found;

Befides thefe reaforis; tdming as they did

through the channel of my Soni I could not

fufpcdl their authenticity ; and every thing I had

remarked of Mr; Talbot during my acquaint-

aiicc with him, placed hini in iny judgment bc^

yond even the polTibility of fufpicion, his fairnefs

andhonefty in the tranfadion appeared invariable.

A father is not very eager to entertain furmifes^

that affedt the moral credit of one fo dearly

connected with him as his only fon, and when

the fame declarations were made by him in the

moft folemn and awful mahneri before crouds of

the moft eminent charaders, who came to my

houfe, I could not fuffer myfelf to cherifli the

(lighteft fulpicion of his veracity;

The teftimoriies here adduced it were diffi-

cult to refift; But thefe were not all by which

my conduft was governed in this tranfadion.

C 2 I in-
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I invited xo my Iroiife all who wifhed to gratify

their curiofity, l)y an inlpedlion of the papers.

Of thefe, the greater part coi:difting of the moft

celebrated literary charaders this age has pro-

duced, exprefled dieir opinions, not in the phrafe

of mere alTent, but an the unequivocal language

of 'a full and overflowing convidion. Some

were even deflroiis of fubferibing without folici-

tatiqn, their names to a certificate, in which

their belief might be formally and permanently

recorded. The firfl of this refpedable lift was

the rev. Dr. Parr. I informed this gentlemany

that the late James Bofwell, Efq. had requefted

my permilTion to annex his name to a certificate,

vouching for the validity of the papers and which

he drew up for that purpofe. When I fliewcd

.the Dodor, at his requeft what Mr. Bofwell had

written the day before, he exclaimed with his

charaderifiic energy and manner, that it was

too feebly exprefled for the importance of the

fubjed; and begged that he might himfclf dic-

^tate to me t!ie following form of a certificate, to

vvhich lie immediately fubliribed his own name,

and
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and which afterwards received the fignatures of

the other refpedable charaders, that are annex-

ed to it.

We whofe names are hereunto fubferibed

have, in the prefenee and by the favor of

Mr. Ireland, infpedted the Shaklpeare papers,

and are convinced of their authenticity.'*

Samuel Parr.

John TWeddell.

Thomas Burgefs.

John Byng.

Jam.es Bindley.

Herbert Croft.

Somerfet.

If. Heard, Garter King of Arms,
.

F. Webb.

R. Valpy.

James Bofwcll.*

* Mr. Bofwell, previous to iigning his name, fell upon

his knees, and in a tone of enthufiafm, and exultation,

thanked God, that he had lived to witnefs this difeovery,

and exclaimed that he could now die in peace.

Lauderdale,
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Lauderdale*

Rev. J. Scott.

Kinnaird.

John Pinkerton*

Thomas Hunt.

Henry James Pyc.

Rev. N. Thornbury.

Jon". Hewlett, Tranflator of old Records^

Common Pleas Office, Temple.

Mat. Wyatt.

John Frank Newton*

The following is a catalogue of the papers

above alluded to> dated

February 25th, 1795.

1. Vi2. Shakfpeare's profeffion of faith ott

two fmall fheets of paper.

2. His copy of a letter to Lord Southamp-

ton, and Lord Southampton’s anfwer.

3. His letter to Richard Cowley, inclofing

a curious drawing in pen and ink of himfelf.

4. His
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^ *4. His letter to Anna Hathcrwaye, the lady

whom he afterwards married, inclofmg a braided

bck of his hair.

5. Five poetical ftanzas, addrefled to the

Jame lady, in his own hand writing.

6. His note of hand, payable one month

after date to John Hemynge, for five pounds,

and five (hillings, together with John He-

mynge’s receipt the day it became due.

7. A leafe of fix acres of land, and two

houfes abutting on the Globe Theatre, granted

by William Shakfpeare to Michael Frafer, and

figned and fcaled by the rcfpedtive parties.

8. Deed of agreement between William

Shakfpeare and Henry Condcll for the weekly

payment of a certain fum therein fpecified for

the theatrical fervices of the faid Henry Condell,

figned and fcaled by the refpe6live parties.

9. Deed
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*9* ' Deed of ’ agreement between William

Shakfpcarc and John Lowine for the weekly

payment of a certain fum therein fpecified for

the theatrical fervices of the faid John Lowine,

figned and fealed by the refpeeftive parties*

— ••••/*

lo. A fmall whole length of a tinted draw-

ing, fuppofed’ to^ be of Shakfpeare in the cha-

radler of Ballanio, and on the reverfe fide the

whole, length of a perfon in the charader of

Shylock, in its original black' frame.

I I. An original letter of Queen Elizabeth

to Shakfpeare, authenticated by birafclf.
.

In March 1796, In confequence of Mr,.

Albany Wallis having recently made a difeovery

of fome deeds relative to Shakefpeare and Ire-

land, the following Certificate was figned by the

gentlemen, whofe names are annexed to it, after

having carefully perufed and collated the faid

deeds with thofe in my pofteffion/ -

Loyidon^
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Londony Marchy 1796.

Wc the underfigned, having infpedbed the

following deeds in the pofTefTion of Albany

Wallis, Efq. of Norfolk Street, viz.

A conveyance, dated loth Marchy 1612,

faid to be from Henry Walker to William

Shakfpeare, William Johnfon, John Jackfon,

and John Hemynges, of a houfe in Black-

friars, then or late being in the occupation of

one William Ireland ; figned Wm. Shak-

fpeare, Jo. Jackfon, and Wm. Johnfon.

And a deed dated loth February

y

1617,

being a conveyance figned Jo. Jackfon, Wm.
Johnfon, and John Hemynges of the fame

premifes;

" Having alfo infpeded the following papers

of Mr. Samuel Ireland of Norfolk Street,

viz.

D A MS.
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A MS. Play of Lear, a fragment of

Hamlet, a play of Vortigefn— feveral deeds>

witncffed Wm. Shakfpeare— feveral receipts

and notes of dilburfements of monies on ac-

count of the Globe and certain Theatres-^

familiar letters figned Wm. Shakfpeare, and

other mifcellaneoiis MSS.

And having compared the hand writing of

the above papers in Mr.' Ireland's pofle(Tion>

with the fignatures of Shakfpeare and He-

‘‘ mynge to the deed in Mr. Wallis's hands> aS

well as with the publiflied Fac-fimiles of the

" autographs of Shakfpeare to his laft will and

teftament, and to a deed dated ii Marchy lo

Jac. I. which came to the hands of Mr. Wal-

lis, about the year 1760, among the title deeds

of the Rev. Mr. Fetherftonehaugh, and from

the charadler and manner thereof, we declare

our firm belief in the authenticity of the auto-

graphs of Shakfpeare, and Hcmynge, in the

hands of Mr. Ireland.

Ifaac
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Ifaac Heard, Gr. K. at Arms.

Francis Webb.

Albany Wallis.

Richard Troward.

Jonn. Hewlett, Tranflatorof old Records,

Common Pleas Office, Temple.

John Byng.

Francis Townfend, Windfor Herald.

Gilbert Franklin, Wimpole Street.

Matthew Wyatt, New Inn.

Richard Valpy, Reading.

Jofeph Skinner.

Frank Newton, Wimpole Street.

It may perhaps be almoft unnecelTary to

(late that I might have obtained innumerable

(ignatures to each of the certificates, I have

laid before the public, had J reforted to any fo-

licitations for the purpofe. The very refpec-

table lift of fubferibers to the publication of

Shakfpeare’s MSS may be adverted to, as a cor-

roborating proof in favor of their validity and

in juftification ofmy fending them into the world.

D 2 I ffiall
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I fliall now prefent to the reader a voluntary

depofition formally drawn on damped paper,

and intended to be taken before a magiilrate by

my fon.

“ Samuel William Henry Ireland, of Nor^

folk Street, in the parifh of St. Clement

Danes, in the county of Middlefex, Gent,

maketh voluntary oath that fince the i6th day

of Dec. 1794, he this deponent hath at various

times depofited in the houfe of this deponent’s

Father, Samuel Ireland, of Norfolk Street

aforefaid, feveral deeds and MSS papers

figned and fuppofed to be written by Wm.
Shakfpear and others. And this deponent

farther maketh oath and faith that the deeds

and MSS papers now open for infpedtion,

at his this deponent’s father’s houfe, are the

fame which he this deponent fo depofited as

aforefaid 5 and whereas feveral difputes have

arifen concerning the originality of the deeds

and MS papers aforefaid, and whereas Ed-

mond Malone, of Queen Anne Street Eaft^ of

« the
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the parifh of St. Mary-Ie-Bonc, in the faid

county of Middlefex, hath publickly adver-

vertifed or caufed to be advertifed an affertion

to the effe6l that he, the faid Edmond Ma-

“ lone, had difeovered the above mentioned

“ papers and MS deeds to be a forgery, which

aderticn rriay tend to injure the reputation of

his the faid deponent’s father. Now this de-

ponent farther maketh oath that he this de-

ponent’s father, the faid Samuel Ireland, hath

not, nor hath any one of the faid Samuel Ire-

land’s family, other than fave and except this

deponent, any knowledge of the manner in

which he the faid deponent, became po/IelTed

of the faid deeds or MSS papers aforefaid or

any part thereof, or of any circumftance, or

" circumftances relating thereto.

S. W. H. Ireland.

Sworn before me this day of March,

1796.”

Copied verbatim from the hand writing of

my Son.

It
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It being thought unnecefTary to enter into

a formal depofition upon the fubjed, my fon was

not fworn to what he has here depofed. But

Mr. Albany Wallis in May following drew

up the advertifement which I have here fub^

joined, conceiving it more adequate to the pur-

pofe, which was inferred in the True Briton,

Morning Herald, and other papers.

Shakfpearc MSS.

In juflice to my father, and to remove

“ the reproach, under which he has innocently

fallen, refpeding the papers publifhed by him

“ as the MSS of Shaklpeare, I do hereby

folemnly declare that they were given to him

by me, as the genuine productions of Shakf-

“ peare, and that he was and is at this moment

totally unacquainted with tlie fource from

whence they came, or with any circumftance

“ concerning them, fave what he was told by

myfelf, and which he has declared in the

‘‘ preface to his publication. With this firm

‘‘ belief
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belief and convi6tion of their authenticity,

founded on the credit he gave to me and my

aflurances, they were laid before the world.

This will be further confirmed, when at fome

“ future period it may .be judged expedient to

“ difclofe the means by which they were ob-

‘‘ tained,

« S. W. H. Ireland, Jun.”

Witnefs,

Albany Wallis.

Thomas Trowfdale, Clerk to MefTrs.

Wallis and Troward.

Norfolk Street, May 24, 1796.

This is furely very ample teftimony, which

my fon has adduced, to eftablifli my innocence

of the imputed forgery. I corroborate this tefti-

mony by fome further quotations from feveral

letters, written by Mr. M. Talbot, already

mentioned to myfelf and my family, of which

the originals are preferved in my poftefTion.

Dublin^
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Duhlhiy 15th April, 1796.

“ So much do I lament the unfortunate

predicament in which Mr. Ireland is involv’-

ed, that I muft do every thing in my power

to extricate hiir. from it, confident • with my

own honour, and oath. The offer I lhall

“ make, therefore will, I hope, be accepted

definitively without urging any more propofals,

fince any others muft of neceffity be declined

‘‘ by me, though miy life were the forfeit for

being fecret. I will make an affidavit jointly

with Sam. ^hat Mr. Ireland is innocent ofany

imputed to him j that he is equally as unac-

quainted with the dijeovery of the papers, as the

world in general that he has been only the pub-

lifher of them : aud that thefecret is known to

no more than Sam. myfelf,
'and a third perJon,

“ whom Mr, Ireland is not acquainted withi'

« If
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If our making this affidavit and the pub-

lication of it will ferve Mr. Ireland, Sam

and myfelf are both ready to fland forward.’*

“ If I may venture an opinion, I ftill think

“ it probable that the papers are genuine, that

Vortigcrn may have been one of Shakfpeare’s

firft eflays at dramafic writing.’*

The play of Henry 2d I never have feen^

noi* the manufcript of Vortigern, nor any

thing relative to it, till I was in London, long

after the latter was in Mr. Sheridan’s hands.

I ' muft’ therefore depend on the veracity of

others, as to their coming from the fame

fource as the few manufcripts I faw before I

‘‘ left London the firft time.”

“ Mr. Ireland has defired my opinion re-

fpecHng a plan he propofes of making two

gentlemen of refpedlability acquainted with

every circumftance, who are to vouch to the

world for the authenticity of the MSS

4

» E This
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This will not be confident with our promife

and oath.” .

‘
.

« M. Talbot.’’

It is worth remarking, that, about a week

before the receipt of this letter (and ftrange as

it. may appear, at the particular requed of my

fon) a committee confiding of twenty-four re-

fpedable gentlemen met at my houfe, for the

piirpofe of taking into confideration every cir-

cumftance relative to the MSS and the obloquy

und^r which I laboured, in conlequcnce of their

publication. This committee met at three dif-

ferent times within the month of April, and my-

fon wasprefent at each of their meetings j at

which -he propofed that two refpedable perfons

who were not members of the committee, fhould

be appointed to receive the following informa-

tion.

(

' The gentlemen are to be -infonned

whence the .papers came, the name' of the

gentleman, to whom they belonged, by whom'

i*' '
‘ ^ difcovereci,

/
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^ difcovcred, and in what place, and manner.

“ The fchcduie of thofe that remain behind is

in my father’s poiTeiTion, which he may fliew,

and which fiiali be accounted for by me/*

« S. W. H. Ireland/’

Copied verbatim from the above paper in

his own hand writing, and in his pre fence read

to the Committee.

' It muH: be obvious that this propofafdoes

not concur with Mr. Talbot’s opinion, as quoted

from his letter above.

The following fcliedule^ likewife, was pre-

fented to the committee by my fon, accompa-

nied with a folemn proteftation, that every article

* marked with * he had feen, and would in a Ihort

time be put into my hands : that thpfe, which

E z had
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had not this mark, he had only heard were in

cxiftence, but that he had not feen them.*

* Play of Richard II. in Shakfpeare’s MS.

* Play of Henry IL

* —-- of Henry V.

*62 leaves of K. John.

* 49 leaves of Othello.

* 37 leaves of Richard III.

* 37 leaves of Timon of Athens.

* 14 leaves of Henry IV.

* 7 leaves of Julius CasTar.

^ Catalogue of his books in his own MS.

* Deed by which he became partner of the

Curtain Theatre, with Benjamin Kele,

and John Hemynges.

* Two drawings of the Globe Theatre on

parchment.

* Verfes to Elizabeth,

This fchedule was voluntarily written by my fon, on

the loth Jan. 1796, in the prefence of Geo. Chalmers, and

J. Reeves, Efqrs.

* Verfes.
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* Verfes to Sir Francis Drake.

* Do. to Sir Walter Raleigh.

* Miniature of Shakfpeare fet in filver.

Chaucer with his MS notes

Book relative to Elizabeth do,

Euphues with do.

Bible with do.

Bochas’s Works with his MS notes.

Barclay's Ship of Fools do..

Hollinfhed's Chronicle do.

Brief account .of his life in his own hand.

Whole length portrait, faid to be of him in

oil.

The committees alluded to, met three times

without arriving at any fatisfadlory determina-

tions ; and as we found it difficult to fele6l two '

perfons to receive the information, my fpn had

promifed, Mr. Albany Wallis, as a profeffional

man, voluntarily offered' to be himfelf the depofi-

tary of the fecret. This truft, as he fays, he was

induced to accept, in order to clear up any doubt

the mind of the fuppofed Gentleman as to

any



( ss )

4ny pirc ofMsproperty that might be en<ian^ird

by fuch difclofure. la corifeqtience of this, my

foQ had frequent interviews ^ith Mr. Wallis.

But what' was communicated, at tfiofe confer-

ences, I have not learned fiom that ^ntleman,

iKstwkhSaDding my reiterated importunities, and

Snoii anxious follcitacions for that purpofe.

His unkerm anfwer to thefe ^jlicitadons. was,

^ Do not aik me any qiiehions. If is not pro-

per that you fhoukl know the fecret. Keep

yoiif mind eaiy ; all will be well in tiiBc/*

In fupport cf thefe teflimonics, by which

my innocence mufl be dearly efbabliihed in the

judgments of all, who have the flightcil pre-

tenSciis to caixior, or found fenfe, I will make

'anodier quotation fk>m a letter I received from

dated Cork, Sept. i6th, 1796,

I

Pear Sir,

Your !afl letter to me ihould have been

ff anfwered fooner, and the prornifed afhdavit

been
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been fent, if I could Ixavc obtained an anfwcr

fiom your Son to fomething I wrote about

foiive time fince. For without his con^endng,

if not joining in inch a proceeding, I did

‘‘ oot think myfeif authorifed, in taking any

Itcp whatever/' .

<« I Will do ail I can to extricate you from

** any difficulties you mait labour undefj and

'•* not having heard any thing from your fon,'

I will malvc an affidavit folely. That from

my indmacy witli him, and my ow’n know-

ledge of the myllery of the MSS you w^erc

innocent of any delign to miilead or deceive

^ the public/’

I beg leave to allure you, that I ffiali fed

the greatefl: pleafure in Handing forward to

fereen you, who are an innocent fufierer/^

‘

’M,' Talbott

I have nov/ exhibited to the world all the

tcHimonies of which I am in poHeffion, relative

to
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to the ‘difcovery of thefe papers. Whatever

imprefTion they are likely to produce, with re-

gard to their authenticity, or fpurioufnefs, they

who can doubt my innocence in the tranfadions,

after this ftatement muft be hardened with an

incurable malice, or an impenetrable incre-

dulity. Yet for nearly two years, I have

been expofed to the animadverfions of every

half-formed, and puny critic, who has been f6

far initiated in the elements of language, as to

compofe a malicious paragraph, and imbibed

fo much of the fpirit of his fraternity, as to

miflake petulance and (lander for reafon arfd

inveftigation.

Befides thefe evils, I have reafon to com«-

plain of the low tricks, and artifices, that have

been reforted to, in order to excite the publiC'

prejudice againft the MSS. I allude to the

fteps that were taken to preclude the Play of

Vortigern from an equitable, and candid hear^

ing. In fupport of this aflertion, let me refer

che reader to the following advertifement, pub-

lifhcd
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lirticd by iVir. Malone, nearly three months- be-

fore his enquiry made its appearance.

Spurious Shakfpeare MSS.

« Mi*. Malone's detection of this forgery

has been unavoidably delayed by the engrav-

ings having taken more time than was ex-

pefted 5 but it is hoped that it will be ready

by the end of this month.

« Fek i6, 1796."

With regard to the delay, which the author

of the advertifement feems to lament, I am

compelled from my own knowledge of engrav-

ing, to conclude that it was wholly intentional.

I know, and I fpeak with confidence on the

fubjedi^ that with very little diligence the en-

gravings> which Mr. Malone has incorredlly

copied from my publication, would require a

very fmail portion,of time, for their completion.

On the 25th of March, however, the play hav-

ing been already advertifed for the 2d of April,

we find the critic, and his fellow labourers the

engravers in fuch a (late of forwardnefs that the

F publication
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3 ill, only two days before the intended r^rc-

Icntation of the piece. That it might be abfo-

Jutely impoffible that the milchief fhoiild not

take dfcdb, in fevcral papers of the id of April,

particularly the Oracle, and Morning Herald,

two different and elaborate critiques in praife of

Mr. Malone’s enquiry made their appearance.

No man can entertain- a doubt concerning

the purpofes, this well conffrufted delay was»

meant to anfvver. The play was ready for re-

prefentation. It was to make its appeal to the

general judgment ; and to Hand or fall by its

decifion. But it was .the fcheme of this critic,

*to intercept this appeal ^ to choak, and obilriidt

the, avenues to the public underftanding, and to-

overwhelm it with a torrent of ill-founded pre-

judices, and anticipated convidtions.-

I cannot pafs over this part of die fubject,

witliout remarking, that in order to coimteradl

as much as pcffble, the mifehief of tlicfc ard-

iices^
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fices, 1 in felted three days afterwards an adver-

tifement in the papers^ in which I animadverted

in very fevere terms on the temerity of charac-

terifing his work, as a detedion. In reply to

this, Mr. Malone inferts a letter in the Gentle-

man’s Magazine, in which he vindicates him-

felf from the charge, in the following w^ords.

With refpedt to the literary temerity afcrlbed

to him (Mr. Malone) in characflerifing his

work as a detedtion, he has no apprehenfion,

that he fhall incur any cenfure from the judi-

cious part of mankind, fince in this point of

view he only benches by the fide of his learned

friend the prefent very refpedlable Lord Bi-

fhop of Salifbury, who 46 years ago publifhed

a defervedly admired tracb, on a fimilar fub-

jedV, thus intitled, Milton no Plagiary, or a

Detection of the forgeries contained in Lau-,

der’s Eflay, on the imitation of the moderns

in the Paradife Lod: by Milton. By the rev.

John Douglas, &c.”

I have made this quotation, that the world

F 2 may
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may remark the indecent effrontery of drawing

an analogy between the rev. Bifhop, and the

author of the enquiry. Not to mention the’

wide and unmeafurable diftance, between the

literary endowmients of the two writers, it muft

be palpable to every one, that there is no re-

femblance at all between the circumftances of

Lauder’s forgery, and the difeovery of the MSS
in my poffeffion.

It is now time for me to* clofe this part of,

the fubjed. I have lliewn that the manner in

which the artifices, of which I complain, have

been conducted, is of fo mean and pufillanimous a

nature, that the malice has been of fo low and fo

contemptible a fpecies, as to reflect very ferious

diflionour on him, who has condefeended to

make ufe of it, becaufe it may naturally be ima-

gined, that a perfon calling himfelf a fcholar and

a gentleman, might have had recourfe to wor--

thierand more dignified weapons of controverfy,.

The other part of this work will be allotted

to
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to an inveftigation of, the critical attacks, that

have been direded againft the papers, in which

I truft that Mr. Malone will be completely re-

futed. Perhaps it might be expedted of me,

tl>at I fhould advert to the other antagonifts,

who have appeared in the field of the^ contro-

verfy. Of the firfl of thefe publications, entU

tied A Letter to George Steevens, Efq. con^

raining a Critical examination. See. Sec.” As

it has been abundantly refuted in a very able

pamphlet, entitled A Comparative Review of

the opinion. Sec. Sec.” I fliall fay nothing fur-

ther. One Waldron likewife, has waded into the

controverfy, a bad adfor and a worfe critic. Thefe

are men, on whom I fhall not animadvert. They

who miftake their vanity for their capacity,

and fuppofe that they are qualified to perform

what they have prefumption to attempt, are a

tribe, on whom admonition will be wafted, aud

rebuke will be fuperfluous.

But I have confined my reafoning to Mr.

Malone s bccaufc, as he is known to the world

by
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by what may be emphatically called his literary

hhours on other occafions, fo has he diflingiiiih-

ed himfelf by the bulk of his criticifms on this.

What Dr. Warburton faid of poor Theobald,

he would have faid with infinitely more juflice

of this critic : That what he read he could

tranfcribe ; but as what he thought, if

ever he did think, he could but ill exprefs,

fo he read on ; and by that means got a cha-

5^ racier of learning, without rifquing the im-

putation of wanting a better talent.” In the

part, however, which he has taken in this con^

troverly, he has brought the only literary qiia-r -

lity he has, that of patient, and laborious re-

fearch, into fufpiclon. Whether it be the in-

flinctive property of dulnefs to be dark, and

bewildered, in proportion to the efforts it

makes to be bright and perfpicuous, or that

though he lias much reading, he has not enough

for the ofiace he has arrogated, it is certain that

his book abounds with fo many blunders, and

overflows with fo, much prefumption, that it

Teems a fort of mixed animal, engendered be-

tween
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tween a perfevering dulnefs on one fide, and an

envious mind on the other.

If I flicCced in proving what I have aflerC-

cd;, I fnall do a very efTential fervice to litera-

ture itfelf. I (hall have ridded the literary

world of a fort ef ufurp'er. I lhall have pulled

from his didlatorfiiip a man, who has afpired

with the mcft prefumptuous arrogance to a kind

of oracular dignity on diefe matters. I fiiall

have refcLicd the unde'rftandihgs of the public

from the dominion of a ciitic, who, relying on

the bulk of his labours, and the ponderous mals

of his refearches, has attempted to give laws oh

all topics of literature and criticifm.

• But fhould I not effed: this purpofc, I lhall

at leaft retire from the public tribunal with the

Toothing confeioufnefs, of having vindicated my

own oharaden For I truft I have laid before

the world, a mafs of documents, which will ef-

fedually lift me above the fl:roke of the veno-

mous afperfions that have been direded fo per-

feveringly againfl me* Should the language I

have-
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have occafionally ufed in thefe attacks, appear

harfh and irritable, I beg to obfervc in my juf-

tification, that Mr. Malone’s ftridliires arc

uniformly clothed in the language of alperity

and perfonal farcafm ; and furely fome indul-

gence ought to be allowed me, if I repel his at-

tacks with the fame weapons, and reply to un-

jufl: infinuations in the diction of indignant and

wounded feelings. It was for the purpofe prin-

cipally of vindicating myfelf, that I have ven--

turcd to make this appeal to the public. I

might indeed complain of other misfortunes.

I might advert to the pecuniary Ioffes and the

confumption of time, which thefe tranfadlions

have led me into; But when the moft valuable

of all human benefits, a clear and unfullied

charadler is endangered, I could not but*iook

on every other evil, as of trivial and fubor-

dinate confideration.

Norfolk Street,

'November
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